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ATTORNEYS

. TITLE OF CASE

sl des 4306

Leroy Tennison
Vs

James Hewgley, Mayor of the City of
Tulsa, Oklahoma, a Municipal Corporation;
Brad Scheer, Police and Fire Commissioner,
City of Tulsaj; Jack Purdie, Chief of
. Police, City of Tulsa; Officer E. Compos,
‘ Tulsa Police Department; Officer C. Woods,

FU‘. fé&&u% :

Erwin D. Phillips
Bank Building
Sand Springs, Oklahoma 74063

C.B. Savage
Petro Club bldg., Tulsa

Tulsa Police Department; Officer John Doe,
Tulsa Police Department; Officer John Roe,
Tulsa Police Department; Officer John Doe,
Tulsa City Jail; Officer John Roe, Tulsa
City Jail; Individually and in their Pro-
fessional Capacities, and the City of
Tulsa, a Municipal Corporation

For defendant:

Waldo F. Bales , James Goodpaster,
David O. Harris, Robert H. Tips

Deputy City Attorney
City Hall
Tulsa, Oklahoma

Injury & Violation of
Constitutional Rights | witness fees

Action arose at: Tulsa Depositions

STATISTICAL RECORD COSTS DATE RETIBT NO. REC. DISB.
J.S. 5 mailed 3/1/70 Clerk P-6-7¢0 Phillips 19 00
-12-70 C/D 35 15|00
J.8. 6 mailed /7. /-77 Marshal
Basis of Action: Personal Docket fee




70-C-47

DATE

PROCEEDINGS

Date Order or
Judgment Noted

2-6-70

_2=20-701

Complaint, filed, with demand for jury trial. Summons issued. m
Return on Service of summons filed Executed by serving conv _to

James Hewgley, Mayor individually; copy on Brad Scheer, Police and
Fire Comm., Copy on Jack Purdie, Chief of Police, Tulsa all at
Tulsa, Okla. on 2-9-70; served Officer J. Felts on 2-12-70 and
Officer C. Wood at Tulsa, Oklahoma on 2-19-70; served Officer
Edward Compos at Tulsa, Okla. on 2-17-70. h

Motion of defendants to dismiss, filed. g

Brief in support of motion to dismiss, filed. g

Plaintiff to file responsive brief to motion to dismiss within 10
days. (AEB-J)g

Plaintiff's reply brief to defts' motion to dismiss, filed. m
Order, sustaining motion to dismiss as to City of Tulsa, James

8-26-70
10-6-70
10-19-%70

== o,

10-19-70
10=-26=-70
e
10-30=-70

10-30-70
11-2<70

11l=2=70

"¢ Case stricken from docket of this date, (AEB~-J)h

Hewgley, Mayor of Tulsa, Brad Scheer, Police and Fire Comm., City
of Tulsa, Jack Purdie, Chief of Police, City of Tulsa, and

and overruling motion to dismiss as to deft's Tulsa Police Departmen
Officers, E. Compos, C. Wood, J. Felts, John Doe, and John Roe,

and Tulsa City Jaillers, Joe Doe, and John Roe, filed and entered
(AEB-J) m

Deposition of Jerry William Felts, Charles Edward Woods, Edward
Eugene Compos and Merrill Armstrong, on behalf of plaintiff, taken
by Thomas G. Bloxom, 3-11-70. ($74. pd by plaintiff and deft's) ds
Deposition of Leroy Tennison, on behalf of defendants, taken by
Thomas G. Bloxom on 3-11-70. ($59. pd by pltfs and defts.) ds
Application for extension of Time to Answer, filed. js

Order granted Extension of Time of 15 days from 4-14-70.(MME-C)
Filed. Js
Angwer of Defts E. Compos, C. Wood and J. Felts, filed. m

Parties to hold pre-trial prior to 7-7-70, and file pre-trial order
not later than 7-12-70. (AEB-J)v

Motion for the Produection of Documents, filed. v

Trial Brief on Motion for the production of Documents, filed. v
Pre-Trial Order, filed. (AEB-J)v

Brief in response to plaintiff's Motion and Brief to produce
Documents, filed, filed by deft., filed. v

Order Overruling Plaintiff's Motion for Production of Documents file
Case set for Jury Trial on Menday, Oct. 26, 1970 at 19330 A.M.(AEB-J
Defendant's Tria] Brief. Filed., v

Requested Statement of case and instruction
Defendant. Piled. v
Case called for jury trial.,

object; court grants continuance until Monday, Nov, 2, 1970 at 10:00

8 of the Court by the

Plaintiff's requested jury instructions, filed,
Plaintiff's trial brief, filed, b

It is ordered by the court that at the requ i i
) ereq ; ) quest of plaintiff, this

case is dlsm%ssed with prejudice; order to be prepared by piaintiff.

and case stricken from docket of this date.(AEB-J)h ‘

Order Dismissing Cause of Action filed and entered
that the complaint and cause of a o« It is ordered

b

ction is dismissed with prejudice. (

)h

Plaintiff requests continuanée; defendants

A.M,

AEB-J)h

oS T

d. (AEB-J )’



